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1. Introduction 
The  term "clippingn refers to "the process whereby a lexeme (simplex or complex) is 
shortened, while still retaining the same meaning and still being a member of the same 
form class" (Bauer, 1983:233). According to Marchand (1969:441), the process of 
clipping does not have "the status that compounding, prefixing, suffixing, and zero-deri- 
vation have, and is not relevant to the linguistic system (la langue) itself but to speech 
(la parole). " His conclusion seems to be based on the facts that the clipped part, as 
well as the clipped result, is "not a morpheme in the linguistic system, ... but an arbitrary 
part of the word formn and that "it can at  all times be supplied by the speaker" (ibid.). 
However, clipping may be said to play quite a crucial role in word-formation since the 
lexicon of the English language has been expanded through lexicalization of a number 
of short forms which result from the process. 
As is expected, the phenomenon of clipping has been regarded as marginal in the 
studies of linguistics, and no one has elaborated upon this topic in order to formulate 
it into a formal rule. I t  may be because this phenomenon depends on the omission of 
an  arbitrary part, which resists any attempt to provide a formal rule. I t  is true that 
the arbitrariness is so high, and it would not be easy to find any unitary rule which 
covers all of the stump-words." Personally, I have never encountered such an exhaustive 
and satisfactory explanation of the process of clipping. 
What is most important in the study on clipping will be whether we can predict a 
resultant form from its original form. The following statement made by Bauer (1983: 
233) may seem too pessimistic, but it describes really well the situation which we are 
in: 
"It does not seem to be predictable how many syllables will be retained in the clipped form 
(except that there will be fewer than in the base lexeme), whether the final syllable will be 
open or closed, whether the stressed syllable from the base lexeme will be included or not." 
However, I think that it would not be impossible to capture the tendency of the process 
1) The term 'stump-word' was coined by Jespersen (1942: 534). In this paper the term 'clipped 
word' is also used for the same meaning. 
by means of which clipped forms are produced. Therefore, I will attempt to posit a 
general rule of clipping which can provide a n  explanation for most stump-words. I will 
also deal with some accessory processes which frequently go with the rule of clipping. 
2. The Rule of Clipping and Other Accessory Processes 
2.1. Classification of Clipping 
I t  is the apparent arbitrariness of a clipped or retained part that  makes it difficult to 
posit a rule which governs the process; there are more than three ways of producing a 
stump-word: (i) back-clipping, (ii) middle-retaining c l i ~ p n g ,  (iii) fore-clipping, and 













Tilda  (Matilda) 





Wil l  (William) 
polly (apollinaris) 
Liz (Elizabeth) 





Faced with the diversity of the clipped examples above, one would doubt whether the 
phenomenon of clipping depends on any unitary principles. As Bauei- has pointed out, 
"it is by no means clear that  the forms of these words can be predicted by rules." 
Especially, the examples in (4), which have been supplied by Bauer (1953:233), will 
cast a shadow on the assumption that  clipping is a rule-governed process. We are bound 
to admit that there are a few exceptional clipped forms; however, many other examples 
can be explained in terms of several rule-governed processes. 
T h e  types of clipping shown in (1)-(3) can be formally illustrated such as the 
following: 
(5) a. [XYZIL---. [X(Y)]LJ (back-clipping) 
b. CXYZIL--+[Y]L~ (middle-retaining clipping) 
C. CXYZ]L+[(Y)Z]L~ (fore-clipping), 
where X, Y, and Z are variables. 
These  apparently seperate processes will be reduced into one if we admit tha t  the varia- 
bles can  be null nuder the condition tha t  the input and  the output of the rule cannot 
be identical: 
( 6 )  CXYZIL- ~ Y I L I ,  
%here (i) Y may not be null, and 
(ii) either X or Z may be null (but, not both). 
However, the rule posited in  (6) has no power of predictability in tha t  we do not have 
a n y  idea about what  the variable X or  Z may (or may not) be; it simply tells us that, 
when the variable X is null, the process is back-clipping, and tha t  the lexeme under- 
goes fore-clipping when the variable Z is null. If no variable is null, then it will be 
middle-retaining clipping. 
A full-fledged explanation of clipping will have to  account for the clipped words whose 
input lexeme is a compound, since there a r e  a number of compounds which undergo 
clipping. T h e y  may be classified into three groups according to their resultant forms: 
(i) the  whole of the  first lexeme of the original compound, (ii) a part of the first 
lexeme of the original compound, and  (iii) a part of the first lexeme plus the whole of 
the second lexeme of the  compound. 
Some examples for each group are shown below: 
(7) The whole of the first lexeme retained 
capital (capital letter) china (China plate) 
choke (choke coil) coachwhip (coachwhip snake) 
cobra (cobra de Capello) flat (flat tire) 
goalee (goalkeeper) jumbo (jumbo jet) 
private (private soldier) rattler (rattle snake) 
(8) A part of the first lexeme retained 
chemmy (chemin de fer) chippy (chipping sparrow) 
civvies (civilian clothes) co-ed (co-educational female student) 
gat (Gatling gun) lub (lubricating oil) 
perm (permanent wave) pop (popular music) 
prefab (prefabricated structure) pub (public house) 
(9) A part of the first lexeme plus the whole of the second lexeme retained 
ad-man (advertizement man) ad writer (advertizement writer) 
con game (confidence game) con man (confidence man) 
con rod (connecting rod) news boy (newspaper boy) 
op art (optical art) org-man (organization man) 
T h e  three types of clipping shown above may be simplified formally as  the following: 
The rules described in (10) may look quite different from the one in (6). However, 
the rule posited in (6) covers the one in (10. a) if we take the domain of the rule a s  
the compound lexeme C and the first lexeme Lr as the variable Y (where X i s  null and 
Z is the second lexeme LIr). Similarly, it also covers the one in (10. b) if we regard the  
variable Z as representing the whole of the clipped part, i.e. the final part of the first 
lexeme L1 and the following lexeme LIf. The domain of the rule (6) may be the first 
lexeme Lr and the subrule (10. c) can also be dealt with by the rule (6). What must 
be noted again is that the rule (6) has no power of predictability since the structural 
description of the rule consists of variables exclusively. This rule will be modified, in the  
following sections, especially in Section 2.3. 
2.2. Some Accessory Processes 
You may have noticed in 2.1 that some of the clipped forms cannot be accounted fo r  
by the process of clipping only: e.g., civvies, goalee, rattler, etc. Before going further 
with the rule of clipping, we will first examine some accessory rules which can affect 
the phonological structure of a clipped result, since there are a number of stump-words 
which undergo some of these processes. By recognizing that stump-words are affected by 
these optional processes, we will be able to understand better the structural change made 
by the rule of clipping itself. 
2.2.1. Pluralization 
As a rule, the plural marker /s/ of a lexeme is retained in the resultant form after 
the rule of clipping has applied. I t  might be possible to consider that the clipping occurs 
in the middle of the lexeme, leaving the beginning and the plural suffix. However, this 
will cause quite a complication for the stipulation of the rule of clipping. We will be 
able to unravel the complication by assuming that clipping applies before the rule of 
pluralization applies. The following will show that the plural marker is retained in 
stump-words without exception: 
(11) binocs (binoculars) 






quotes (quotation marks) 
caps (capital letters) 







2.2.2. Suffixation of /iy/ (/i/ in BrE) 
A large number of stump-words end with a tense vowel /iy/ which is a hypocoristic 
and diminutive suffix. These words usually end with -y,  -ey ,  or -ie, as shown below: 
(12)  Aussie (Australian) 
cabby (cabman) 
chemmy (chemin de fer) 













Some words show another suffix -ee in their spellings: 
(13) burgee (bargeman) 
(14) goalee (goalkeeper) 
townee (townsman) 
According to Jespersen (1942:222), this -ee as well as -ie and -ey "seems to be a byform 
of the hypocoristic and diminutive -y." Then, it can be considered another orthographical 
variant of the suffix - y  in the words of (12). 
However, some other words ending in /iy/ may pose some complication to this explana- 
tion. Let us consider the following clipped forms with /iy/. 
(15) chippy (chipping sparrow) civ(v)ies (civilian clothes) 
deli (delicatessen) divvy (dividend) 
dobie (adobe) movie (moving picture) 
poly (politician) telly/tele (television, BrE) 
I n  these words, the final /iy/ can be considered to be the vowel /i/ in the original 
lexemes tensed by some other rule. Since the British pronunciation of the suffix is a lax 
counterpart of /iy/, it is more difficult in BrE to decide whether the final /i/ of a 
stump-word has been derived from the suffix or from the retained vowel /i/, when the 
original word contains the /i/. If we assume that clipping refers to the unit of syllable 
but not the unit of segment, then the final /iy/ (/i/ in BrE) of chippy or movie will 
be considered to have been derived from the suffix /iy/. I t  is because the coda /o/ of the 
second syllable in chipping sparrow or moving pictilre cannot be excluded if we pick the 
second syllable in addition to the first syllable as a shortened result. Again, the ambi- 
syllabicity of the second / t /  of toadeater makes it difficult to think that the final tense 
vowel /iy/ in toadie has been derived from the second vowel of the original word. (The 
phenomenon of ambisyllabification will be discussed in 2.2.5.) 
The following example provides us a clear case in which the first two syllables in the 
original word are retained in the clipped form. 
(16) semi /semay/ (semitrailer) 
The  pronunciation of it shows that the final - i  of semi is not a suffix /iy/. This suggests 
that the spelling of a resultant form may be a reliable cue for the judgment. Thus, it is 
highly probable that the final vowel /iy/ (or /i/ in BrE) of the following clipped forms 
is derived from the second lax vowel /i/ of the base forms: 
(17) deli (delicatessen) tele (television) 
Te l l y ,  a dominant variant of tele,  however, shows the tendency to prefer the suffixation 
analysis to the retention of the original second vowel in spite of the sameness (i.e., in 
BrE) of the phonological forms. Thus, the disyllabic clipped resultant tele may be 
considered to undergo reanalysis into a monosyllabic clipped form Itel/ plus the suffix /i/. 
2.2.3. Suffixation of /ow/ 
Another suffix which is inovolved in the process of clipping is /ow/, which is spelled 
0.  The following are some of the stump-words ending with -0. 
(18) ammo (ammunition) beano (bean-feast 'jollification') 
chico (chicalote) combo (combination) 
commo (communication) compo ((workman's) compensation insurance) 
obbo (observation balloon) 
This suffix. also raises the same problem as the suffix /iy/ does. A number of stump-words 
ending with -0 seem to retain the -0- of their original form: 
(19) auto (iutomobile) 
compo (cbmpositional matCrial) 
Demo (DCmocrit) 
dipso (dipsorniniic) 
jumbo (j~imbo jkt) 




ricco (ricoch6t b6llet) 











zoo (zbol6gical garden) 
One may argue for the suffix analysis with the examples of (lg), for the pronunciation 
of the final -0 of the clipped forms is /ow/ and in many cases different from its original 
vowel (say, curiosity,  Democrat,  typographical error ,  etc.) Some of them may be analyzed 
(or reanalyzed) as having the suffix, but the facts about pronunciation cannot be a 
reliable cue i n  this case since phonological features are often adapted when a word 
undergoes clipping: e .g . ,  lino /laynow/ (from linoleum). Furthermore, there is no other 
piece of positive evidence tha t  can account for the  reason why most of the clipped forms 
with a final -0 have a n  -0- in  their original lexemes. Therefore, we will assume tha t  
they retain the -0 - .  of their base forms unless we find some evidence against the 
assumption. 
2.2.4.  Suffixation of -er 
Another suffix which we frequently find in  stump-words is -er .  According to Jespersen 
(1942:  233 ) ,  "a special type of slang-words is formed by supplanting the latter part of 
a word by -er ,  and  generally keeping only the  first syllable of the word." T h i s  can be 
accounted for by assuming the  seperate processes of clipping and  the  suffixation of -er .  
Some clipped forms with the  suffix -er  are shown below: 
(20) brekker (breakfast) claimer (claiming race) 
coacher (coach horce) congratters (congratulations) 
footer (football) fresher (freshman) 
leccer (lecture) rattler (rattle snake) 
rocker (rocking chair) sitter (sitting room) 
sleeper (sleeping car) smoker (smoking-compartment) 
soccer (association football) taters (potatoes)" 
2.2.5. Ambisyllabification 
W h a t  we are  concerned with in this section is whether the final syllable of a clipped 
form will be open or closed. Let  us  consider the following two clipped forms derived 
from one base lexeme. 
(21) quints/quins (quintuplets) 
If we assume tha t  pluralization applies af ter  clipping, then the clipped resultant forms 
a re  quint and  quin. Therefore, what  matters now is the  final n and  nt .  When do we 
take the final t in addition to  n and  when d o  we not? 
Sometimes we even do not  take any consonant following the vowel: 






2) According to Jespersen (1942), taties and taters are results of a rapid pronunciation: 
"I suspect that taters (taties) for potatoes and tec for detective have arisen from a rapid 
pronunciation in which the first vowel was syncopated (p'tatoes, d'tective), ..." (p. 547) 
However, these seem to me to be clear cases of clipping. A more cont-incing example of 
syncope will be pram (perambulator). 
Then, it might look as if it were purely arbitrary to decide the number of consonants 
following the final vowel in a clipped form. However, it will be more adequate to assume 
that a clipping rule does not refer to segments but to syllables, since a clipped result 
never excludes the consonants in the onset position of a syllable when its nucleus is 
retained in it: 
(23) champ/*amp (champion) coax/*oax (coaxial cable) 
taxi/*axi (taximeter cab) script/*cript/*ript/*ipt (prescription) 
grad/*rad/*ad (graduate) van/*an (caravan) 
This might look, however, too meager evidence for syllable clipping, for there are a number 
of clipped words which retain the onset consonant(s) of the following clipped syllable: 
(24) champ (cham-pi-on) grad (gra-du-ate) 
circs (cir-cum-stan-ces) prof (pro-fe-ssor) 
These complications can be unraveled by assuming that there is an optional rule of 
ambisyllabification applying before a rule of clipping. 
r a n  
As shown above, we will have a right resultant form by clipping away all the elements 
except for the segments of the retained syllable, if we assume that the rule of clipping 
cuts away some part of a word after the rule of arnbisyllabification has applied. Then, 
in the rule of clipping we do not have to refer to a unit smaller than a syllable. 
According to Hogg and McCully, ambisyllabicity occurs when the preceding syllable 
is stressed (1987: 54). This may be confirmed by the fact that the final unstressed 
syllable of a clipped form does not have to retain as its coda the onset segment of the  
following syllable in the base form: deli ,  dinah, tele, etc. However, arnbisyllabification 
will have to be considered optional when the syllable is not stressed: medic (mkdical 
student). 
We must also note that Hogg and McCully (1987: 55) have argued that the rule of 
arnbisyllabification is obligatory "if the first syllable is both stressed and contains a n  
empty coda." In  fact, most stump-words contains a coda consonant derived from an 
ambis~llabic onset consonant as already shown in (24), though there are a few 
counterexamples against the argument as follows: 
(26) cinema (cinemitograph) curio (chri6sity) 
lino (lin6leum) typo (typ6grapher) 
The above examples might lead one to conclude that the rule of arnbisyllabification must 
be made always optional. However, the number of exceptions is so small that it would 
be better to constrain the optionality of the rule of arnbisyllabification following Hogg 
and McCully (ibid.) 
What is important here is that the rule of arnbisyllabification makes it possible to  
assume that a rule of clipping retains some syllable or syllables of a base form but clips 
away the rest of it.3) This means that the process does not act in an extremely arbitrary 
manner; there is something that is rule-governed and thus can be predicted. 
2.3. A Rule of Clipping 
Jespersen has remarked that "the natural way of shortening words for those who are 
familiar with the full word is to keep the beginning," (1942: 548) and that "stress 
plays some role in deciding what to leave out, but on the whole its role is here 
surprisingly small" (ibid., 550). Marchand follows Jespersen and has argued that  
"back-clipping, i.e. preservation of the first part, is practically the rule," and that "it 
is also probable that stress has played a part at  the beginning" (Marchand, 1969: 446). 
As already shown in (2) and (3, however, a rule of back-clipping cannot account 
for so many stump-words. In  this section, I assume that stress and foot are the most 
3) There are some exceptions to this hypothesis of syllable clipping: grannie (grandmother), 
gent (gentleman), and mun (Edmund). Marchand (1969; 446) argues that gent is one of a 
few words apparently based on the spelling. 
prominent elements in  the  formation of 'stump-words' in spite of the prevailing scepticism 
against this. 
Firstly, the rule of back-clipping will have no means to cope with any  of the following 
fore-clipped words or middle-retaining words: 
(27) Fore-clipped proper nouns 
a. Group I 
Gene (Eugene) Net (Antoinette) 
Pool (Liverpbol) T r i x  (Bitatrice) 
Val  (Percival) 
b. Group I1 (with a suffix) 
Baldie (Archibald) Netty (Antoinette) 
c. Group I11 
Bella (Arab~lla) Dora (ThBod6ra) 
Mina (Wilhelmina) Nora (LkonQa, Hon6ra) 
Rona (Ver6na) Ti lda (Mathilda) 
Tina (Albertina, Christina) 
(28) Fore-clipped common nouns, etc. 
a. Group I 
bus (6mnibts) chute (pirachtte) 
cooch (h6ntchy-c6otchy) . doze (blilldbze) 
fend (defend) fence (defence) 
loid (cellulbid) loo (lanterlb) 
mend (amend) peal (appeal) 
phone (telephbne) pike (tlirnpike) 
plane (airpline) Ply (applf) 
sample (exhmple) spite (despite) 
sport (disp6rt) SPY (espy) 
squire (esquire) stain (disthin) 
tend (attend) van (caravhn) 
wig (periwig) 
b. Group II 
cello (violincCllo) cellist (violincellist) 
copter (helicbpter) dowdy (pand6wdy) 
dozer (blilldbzer) dzawing room (withdriwing r6om) 
gator (Alligator) legger (bbotlhgger) 
paper (newspiper) peter (repeater) 
skeeto (mosquito) teena (cbncertina) 
vanguard (avhntgarde) vasity (hniversity) 
(29) Middle-retaining clipped proper nouns 
a. Group I 
Belle (isabirlla) Fy (Sitraphina) 
Lige (Elijah) Liz  (Elizabeth) 
Lum, Lom (Colhmbus) Tave (Octivia) 
Tish (Letitia) Ves (SylvCster) 
b. Group I1 
Phronie (Sophrbnia) Sandy (Alexinder) 
Tiny  (ClPmentina) Tory (Victbria) 
(30) Middle-retaining clipped common nouns, etc 
a. Group I 
fridge (refrigerator) jams (py jimas) 
script (prescription) tec (detkctive) 
b. Group 1 
brolly (umbrklla) davy ( i f f id i~ i t )~)  
polly (ap6lliniris) skeeter (mosquito) 
taters, taties (potitoes) soccer (assbciation fbotball) 
I n  order to account for the clipped words above, we will have to  depend o n  a rule 
different from the  one proposed by Jespersen or Marchand. 
Secondly, every clipped word shown in (27. a, b), (28. a), (29) and  (30) cons is)^ of a 
stressed syllable of the original word (sometimes with suffixes), while every word in 
(27. c) and  (28. b) comprises a stressed syllable and  following syllable(s), which can 
be said to  form a phonological foot. Therefore, a new clipping rule will have to  be 
designed to reflect this  fact about stress. 
I t  is straightforward to revise the rule (6) so tha t  i t  can account for the former: 
(31) Clipping Rule (The jirst version) 
CXYZI L- CYI L!, 
where (i) Y is a stressed syllable, and 
(ii) either X or Z may be null (but not both). 
W h a t  is important here is tha t  this rule can account for a l l  of the following back- 
clipped words as well: 
(32) Back-clipped proper nouns 
a. Back-clipped first names with no suffix 
A1 (Alfred/Albert) Ben (BCnjamin) 
Con (Const ence) Fred (FrCdrick) 
G y f f  (Ggffore) Jake (Jicob) 
May/Mae (Miry) Nick (Nicholas) 
Prue (Prhdence) Phil (Philip) 
Ray (Riymond) Sam (Simuel) 
4) Jespersen treats davy (affidavit) as one of end-retaining stump words (ibid., 549). 
Tom (Thbmas) Wil l  (William) 
b. Back-clipped first names with the suffix /iy/ 
Abie (Abraham) Aggie (Agnes) 
Andy (Andrew) Archie (Archibild) 
Babbie (Bbrbara) Barney (Bbrnabas) 
Benney (Benjamin) Bertie (Bertram) 
Charlie (Chbrles/Chirlotte) Christie (Christian) 
Connie (Cbnrad) Debby (Deborah) 
Eddie (Edmund/edward/kdwin) FreddielFreddy (Frederick) 
Harry  (Hbrold) Jerry (G&rald/Gkraldine/ Jeremiah) 
Judy (Jlidith) Robbie/Robby (Rbbert/Rbbin) 
RonnielRonny (Rbnald) Rosie (Rbsa/Rbsalind/Rbse) 
Rudy (Rhdolph) Susie/Susy (Shsan) 
Terry  (Terence) Tommy (Thbmas) 
Vinny (Vincent) Willie/  Wi l l y  (William) 
c. Back-clipped surnames 
Boney (B6naphrte) Lindy (Lindbergh) 
Oppy (6ppenhiimer) Solly (Sblomons) 
Talley (Tblleyrhnd) Bozzy (Bbswell) 
Sherry (Sheridan) Kitch (Kitchener) 
((33) Back-clipped common nouns, etc. 
a. Back-clipped words with no suffix 
ad (advertisement) beaut (beauty) 
boob (bboby) bum (b6mmer) 
bunk (bhncombe) cab (cabriolet) 
cad (cbddie) cat (cbterpillar trbctor) 
champ (chbmpion) chap (chipman) 
choke (chbke cbil) cling (clingstone) 
Coke (Cbca-c61a) con (cbnvict) 
son man (cbnfidence mhn) COP (cbpper) 
cox  (cbxswain) coz (cbusin) 
cuss (chstomer) cuttle (clittlefish) 
cyc/cyke (cfclorima) deb (debutant) 
d i p  (dipsominiac) doc (dbctor) 
doodle (dbodlebug) dorm (dbrmitory) 
dupe (dliplichte) gas (gbsoline) 
gat  (Gbtling gbn) grad (griduate) 
f an  ( f  inatic) fed (federal) 
frat (flBt tire) hip/hyp (hjrpochbndria) 
lab (liboratbry) Eub (lhbriciting oil) 
mas (mister) math (mithemitics) 
miss (mistress) mob (mbbile vlilgus, L.) 
mutt (mhttonhhad) nabe (nkighborhbod) 
news boy (nkwspiper bby) op art (6ptical Art) 
org-man (brganizition min) ork (6rchestra) 
pard (pirtner) Pep (pCpper/pkpsin) 
perm (pkrmanent) pop (p6pular (music) ) 
preem (prkmier) pub (phblic hbuse) 
quack (quicksilver) sun (sinat6rium) 
sap (slphkad) surge (skrgeant) 
spec (sphculltion) , tick (ticket) 
U (hnivkrsity) vac (vicuum clhaner) 
van (vinguird) vet (vkterinHrian/vkteran) 
Yank (Yinkee) . 
b. back-clipped words with the suffix /iy/ 
bargee (bkrgeman) bookie (bbokrniker) 
chippy (chipmunk) chippy (chipping splrrow) 
commie (cbmmon mirble) commie/commy (c6mmunist) 
cabby (cibman) comfy (c6mfortable) 
goalee (g6alkkeper) grannie (grindmbther) 
hanky (hindkerchief) movie (mbving picture) 
nightielnighty (nightwkar) pinny (pinafbre) 
telly (tClevision) toadie (t6adhater) 
townee (tbwnsman) looney (16natic) 
undies (6nderwhar) Jerry (GCrman) 
c. back-clipped words with the suffix -0 (=(IS)) 
ammo (immunition) beano (bCan-fhast) 
chico (chical6te) combo (cbmbinltion) 
compo (cbmpensition inshrance) obbo (bbservition ballbon) 
d. back-clipped words with the suffix -er 
brekker (brkakfast) claimer (cliiming rice) 
coacher (c6ach hbrse) footer (f6otblll) 
fresher (frkshman) leccer (lkcture) 
rattler (rattle snlke) rocker (r6cking chiir) 
sitter (sitting rbom) sleeper (slCeping cir) 
smoker (sm6king-compirtment) 
e. back-clipped words with the plural suffix -s 
caps (cipital lktters) chaps (chiparajos) 
dibs (dibstones) digs (diggings) 
drapes (driperies) hols (h6lidays) 
math(s) (mHthemitics) panties (pintalbons) 
pants (pintalbons) specs (spkctacles) 
The rule (31), nevertheless, can deal with neither the clipped words in (27. c) and 
(28. b) nor the following back-clipped words in (34): 
(34) chromo (chrbmolithogriph) compo (cbmposition matkrial) 
condo (cbndominium) demo (dkmonstrition) 
dextro (dkxtror6tatory) dinah (dynamite) 
dipso (dipsomlniic) memo (mkmorindum) 
patter (pitern6ster) photo (ph6togrlph) 
polio (pbliomyelitis) semi (s6mitriiler) 
These examples lead us to modify the rule stipulated in (31) so that it can produce 
polysyllabic stump-words as well. We may deal with these clipped results by introducing 
the concept of phonological foot: 
(35) Clipping Rule (Revised) 
CXYZIL-- IYIL,, 
where ( i )  Y is a stressed syllable or a foot, and 
(ii) either X or Z may be null (but not both). 
Howvever, this rule is not complete, either; the rule must be modified again to explain 
the following: 
(36) auto (iutomobile) cine (cinema) 
deli (di.licatCssen) dicot (dicotyl6don) 
medic (m6dical (stlident)) 
I n  English, a stress foot can have more than two syllables, and a clipped form may 
retain only two syllables from such a trisyllabic foot as shown above. T o  cope with :such 
stump-words, the rule (35) may be revised as follows: 
(37) Clipping Rule I (The final version) 
SD: # X CF U S  (un (uw))  FI Y ( # Z )  # 
1 2 3 4 5  6 7 8  9 10 
SC: 1 3 4 ( 5  (6) )  7 4 (9) 10 
where ( i )  # is a word boundary, 
(ii) [F is a foot boundary, and 
(iii) X and Y may be null. 
Condition: A clipped result must be shorter than its base form. 
I t  must be noted here that this rule can account for almost all the clipped forms listed 
so far, interacting with other accesory processes such as suffixation, ambisyllabification, 
and pluralization. The interaction of the processes is illustrated below: 
(38) #omnibus # # hankerchief # #sleeping # car # #potatoes # #combination # 
Ambisyllabification - + + + + 
Clipping bus hank sleep tat comb 
Suffixation - + Y +er +er/+y + o 
Pluralization - - - + - 
#bus# #hanky # # sleeper # # taters # / # combo # 
# taties# 
This  rule will also be able to  deal with the following clipped forms, each of which 
comprises a weak foot of its base forms: 
(39) Clipped forms derived from a weak foot 
a. Group I 
bi (biskxual) cite (cithtion) 
coif (coiff 6re) coke (cociine) 
cot (cotingent) gym (gymnisium) 
narc (narc6tics igent) porn (pornbgraphy) 
quotes (quotition mirks) 
b. Group 1 
bo (h6bo) 
Every clipped word in (39) consists of a heavy ~ y l l a b l e , ~ )  which means tha t  it is a 
stress foot "which will never be interpreted as  a weak (i.e. stressless nonprominent) 
syllable" (Selkirk, 1980: 565). 
T h e  rule (379, nevertheless, has  a problem; i t  cannot account for the following: 
(41) Clipped forms of an initial weak foot and a stressed syllable 
advert (advkrtisement) binocs (binbculars) 
cinema (cinemitogriph) coax (coixial cible) 
--- 
5) Prof (professor) is a counterexample to Clipping Rule (37), for the initial syllable of the 
base form contains a reduced vowel (schwa). We may assume that (foot-based) destress 
(Hogg and McCully, 1987: 83) is preceded by clipping. 
confab (confibulation) co-op (co-ciperative) 
cosec (coshcant) curio (chribity) 
decal (decllcomlnia) demi-rep (dkmi-rkputition) 
demob (dem6bilize) exam (exlminltion) 
legit (legitimate) pram (perambulbtor) 
porno (porn6graphy) prelim (preliminiry eximinltion) 
As shown above, there is a tendency that, when the second or third syllable is stressed, 
the clipped form retains the initial part of the base form as well. This causes serious 
complications for the rule, since these clipped forms do not observe the phonological 
foot structure of their respective base form. These are real counterexamples to Clipping 
Rule (ST), and we need such a subsidiary rule of clipping as the following in order to 
deal with them: 
(42) Clipping Rule ZZ ( A  subsidiary rule) 
SD: # F, CF U S  X FI Y # 
1 2  3 4 5 6 7 8  
SC: 1 2  3 4 4 ' 6  4 8 
where (i) # is a word boundary, 
(ii) CF is a foot boundary, and 
(iii) either X or Y may be null (but not both). 
This subsidiary rule of clipping (42) might be considered to be the resurrection of the 
discarded rule of back-clipping. This is not really true, because the rule in (42) is con- 
strained strictly while the rule of back-clipping is not. The rule (42) not only gives a 
solution to the counterexamples against the rule (37), but also explains partly why 
the back-clipped words are encountered much more frequently than the fore-clipped words 
or middle-retaining forms are, in spite of the fact that Clipping Rule I (=(37)) allows 
apparently equal opportunities for each way of becoming short. The majority of back- 
clipped forms, however, can be accounted for by the rule (37) which is based chiefly on 
stressfeet of a full word. In other words, many words which consist of only one foot 
have stress in their initial syllable: e.g., champ (champion), doc (doctor), fan (fanatic) 
etc., and those of two or more feet also tend to be stressed word-initially6): e.g., d ip  
6) w 
I /w\ 
is 7 1' is A Iw i A' uw cham p i  on me mo r a n  I d o n  
(dipsomaniac), memo (memorandum), vet  (veterinarian), etc. 
One might think that  the fact is a crucial problem of the clipping rules (37) and (42) 
that  they allow one base lexeme to have more than one candidate for a clipped forms, 
especially when the base form consists of two or more feet. At a first glance it looks 
as if the rules were too loosely designed; however, this is one of the merits of the 
rules, for this seems to correspond to the reality more closely than the strict rule of 
back-clipping does, for, in fact, two or more clipped forms for a single full form have 
sometimes come to gain currency side by side, as shown below: 
(43) Two or more clipped forms for a single base form 
Alex/Sandy (Alexander) auto/beel (automobile) 
boot, bootiellegger (bootlegger) cad/cadillac (cadillac automobile) 
comp/compo (composition) compet/competish (competition) 
C O S / C O S ~ O  (cosmopolitan) dicot/dicotyl (dicotyledon) 
dipldipso (dipsomaniac) ElizalLiz (Elizabeth) 
ex (obs.) /exam/zam (examination) hyp, hypelhypo (hypodermic needle) 
jams/jamas7) (pyjamas) Mari, Maryljuane (marijuana) 
news boylpaper boy (newspaper boy) pro f / fess /  fessor (professor) 
schiz/schizo (schisophrenic) U/vas i ty  (university) 
umbrel(l)/brolly (umbrella) 
Another merit of this approach is that it provides a plausible account of the two 
distinct clipped forms which have resulted from the difference of the stress position of 
an  identical lexeme between two regions: 
According to the rules (37) and (42), the possible candidates for advertisement will 
be ad ,  advertise,tisement in American English; and the most promising one will be ad ,  
for the others are likely to violate Clarity Principle. On the other hand, in British 
English, possible candidates will be adver t ,  v e r t ,  vertise, and vertisement; and the most 
promising ones are adver t  and ver t  whereas the others seem to violate Clarity Principle 
or Economy Principle. 
Finally, we will have to note that  the clipping rules (37) and (42) are never 
exhaustive in spite of their open possibility of plural candidates for a clipped results. 
T h e  following are the exceptions to the clipping rules stipulated in this paper. 
(45) a. jlu (influenza) 
b. Bess (Elizabeth) 
mum (chrysanthemum) 
7) Some fore-clipped forms such as jamas (pyjamas), nanas (bananas), and tush (moustache) 
are used by children. (Jespersen, 1942; 549). 
Mabel (Amabel) Tony (Anthony) 
c. (=(4)) 
parylene (paraxylene) prepreg (preimpregnated) 
phorate (phosphorodithioate) 
Any rule will not be able to include them as normal output of it, unless tEe rule 
guarantees anarchical freedom. Therefore, they will be left untouched in this paper. 
3. Concluding Remarks 
In  the preceding sections, I have devised a pair of rules for clipping, and elucidated 
accessory processes concerning the phenomenon: Ambisyllabification, Suffixation, and 
Pluralization. Both of the main rule of clipping (37) and the subsidiary rule (42) are 
designed to observe stresses and phonological units such as syllables and stress feet. 
Together with other rules such as Ambi~~llabification, the clipping ,rules seem to give 
us a more satisfactory account of the phenomenon than previous scholars have done. 
I have maintained in this paper that what is decisive in the process of clipping is the 
position of stress and the phonological structure of a given word. Thus, it provides a 
plausible account of the fact that the difference of the stress position results in the 
distinct clipped forms though only the phonological structures of their full form are not 
identical: ad (Advertisement) and advert (advkrtisement). 
What must be noted about the rules of Clipping stated in (37) and (42) is that they 
provide more than one clipped candidate for each full word by nature. The  choice 
among them may be affected by the principles such as Economy Principle, Clarity 
P r in~ ip le ,~ '  etc. I t  might be said that the rules of Clipping are too loosely organized; 
however, this seems to correspond more closely to the reality than the strict rule of 
back clipping does, for two or more clipped forms for a single full form have sometimes 
come to gain currency side by side: boot, bootiellegger (bootlegger), Mari ,  Maryljuane 
(marijuana), Ulvasi ty  (university), etc. 
However, the clipping rules posited in this paper cannot be considered maximally 
' optimal because the rule cannot account for some exceptions shown in (45). Another 
thing that I have left untouched is modification rules which change the qualities of 
vowels or consonants in the clipped words, e.g . ,  brolly (umbrella), script (prescription), 
frog (proctor), etc. These will also have to be studied further in order to understand 
the phenomenon of clipping exhaustively. 
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